The predictive validity of risk factors for recidivism in general offenders is well known, but few studies have considered specific crimes, such as non-violent property offenders.
Introduction

Method
Participants
The study was undertaken with all the youths with a disciplinary record in the Juvenile Court of a Spanish province between January 2008 and February 2010 (N = 210) . All of them were assessed by the Youth Offending Team as a result of having committed some kind of crime (index offence). The youths' ages ranged from 14 to 18.07 years, with a mean of 16.06 years (SD = 1.16), and 151 were boys (71.9%).
The type of crime committed was against persons in 48% of the cases and involving property in 51.4%.In the property group, two subgroups were extracted: all youths charged with Property damage (16%, N= 33), and all youths charged with Theft (16%, N= 33). In the Theft group, 75.8% were boys and the mean age was 16.03; in the Property damage group 85% were boys and the mean age was 16.01. The level of risk of reoffending were low for both groups (0-8 points on the YLS/CMI Inventory): Theft M = 6.8, SD = 7.3 and Property damage M = 4.9, SD = 5.3). No significant differences were found between the two groups regarding sex distribution, mean age or risk level.
Instrument
The YLS/CMI Inventory by Hoge and Andrews (2006) , which was translated into Spanish by Garrido, López, Silva, López, and Molina (2006) as the Inventario de Gestión e Intervención para Jóvenes (IGI-J), is an instrument for evaluating the risk of a youth reoffending. Information to complete the inventory must be collected from several sources, such as an interview with the family and the youth, previous charges, social services, educational institutions, and so forth.
This inventory consists of 42 items grouped into eight risk factors. In each factor, the evaluator marks the risk items that can be applied to the youth (1 = presence; 0 = absence); each factor has between three and seven items. The factors included in the questionnaire are: 1) Prior and current offences and dispositions; ("Three or more prior convictions"); The index offences were classified as follows: only Theft and Property damage were taken into account in this study (non-violent offences against property). Theft was understood not to involve force or violence (as opposed to assault, robbery), for example, shoplifting. Property damage was regarded as damage or destruction of public or private property (breaking windows, keying cars, or tagging structures with paint or other forms of graffiti).
Finally, a youth was considered to be a re-offender if he or she was charged with another new offence within the two-year follow-up period after assessment by the Youth Offending Team and having completed the YLS/CMI Inventory, which was taken as the baseline. The number of new criminal records (recidivism variable) was recorded over this 24-month period.
Data analysis
Since a large number of young people do not reoffend, we adopt a generalised linear regression with negative binomial distribution, which has become a standard estimation strategy in penological research (DeLisi, Trulson, Marquart, Drury & Kosloski, 2010; Walters, 2007) . The measure of our dependent variable, youth recidivism, has a skewed and over-dispersed distribution, which violates key assumptions of traditional OLS regression (Weerman & Hoeve, 2012) , thus suggesting the use of negative binomial regression. Predicted tables of likelihood of recidivism were developed from each of the models.
Results
The results of negative binomial regression analysis of recidivism in which age, sex and all YLS/CMI areas served as predictors are reproduced in table 1 for general offenders.
The model presented is significant (-2Log Likelihood = 231.65; p =.00), with the following pseudo R-square value: Nagelkerke = .27. Furthermore, the parallel-line test indicates that the model meets the need requirement (Chi-square (12, N = 210) = 3.20 p = .99). The Wald statistic shows that the variable with the highest effect on recidivism was YLS/CMI area 4 (Antisocial peers), followed by univariate effects of sex and age.
Being male has a significant and substantial negative effect on recidivism, while the youth offender's age increases as recidivism decreases. When YLS/CMI area 4 (Antisocial peers) presents the maximum score (= 4), sex and age differences can be observed in non-recidivism and recidivism. For all ages, likelihood of non-recidivism continues to be higher for girls than for boys. In relation to risk factors, likelihood of non-recidivism decreases dramatically at 14 years old when antisocial peers are present in the youth's context (.02 for girls and .24 for boys). As they grow older (16 and 18 years old), the likelihood of non-recidivism increases (ranging from .34 to .89), even when the risk score in YLS/CMI area 4 is high. Finally, table 5 shows the significant model that predicts recidivism in Theft offenders (-2 Log Likelihood = 19.56; p = .00). The Wald statistic shows that the variable with the highest effect on recidivism was YLS/CMI area 4 (Antisocial peers), followed by YLS/CMI area 8 (Attitudes/values), age and YLS/CMI area 7 (Personality/behaviour).
The model presented the f pseudo R-square value Nagelkerke = .62. The parallel-line test indicates that the model meets the need requirement (Chi-square (8, N = 33) = 2.14; p = .98). and personality, this last model being the most explanatory (Nagelkerke = .62). That most of the risk factors were not significant predictors may, at least in part, be due to the fact that there are high intercorrelations between them, as suggested by Grieger and Hossler (2014) , and the authors of the model (Andrews & Bonta, 2010) .
What seems clear is the predominance of the antisocial peers risk factor over the other factors, as shown in the model for general offenders and theft offenders. In addition, having antisocial peers seems to be especially relevant to risk of recidivism around the age of 14 years old, compared to older ages. These antisocial peers may be influencing crucial choices about costs and rewards in antisocial behaviour, as defended by the social learning perspectives. This age is characterised precisely by the focus on peers and social life, as young adolescents want to be liked and be a part of the group (Smetana, 2011) . At the same time, this age coincides with the strong increase in recidivism, which takes place from 12 years old onwards (Farrington, 1987) . It is therefore especially important to break this negative association with problematic peers around the age of 14.
